SYNOPSIS: This dispatch contains the latest 

information learned on the CATIDE D/A case which 
Munich and xz have been attempting to;, 

monitor for the past several months. A summary 
of facts as now known follows: In September 1^64 • 

CATIDE asked for the use of a KUBAHK audio ll^ gnlng 
transmitter device to be used to monitor; a-'m^ 



transmitter device to be used to monitor ; a 
of a CATIDE D/A with his opposition case 
Although CATIDE was successful until 

in hiding the true facts of the case^fromare ■'!2rfe'';'W''.vl • 

through the C 17 

the meetings took place in Copenhagen 

oooosition case offlcex. was Josef LENSKy-t V 

Embassy in Copenhagen. It also appeared ;-fr6B!im^/5^i?, 4^^ 
rnation passed by one CATIDE staffer to, C,„ 

that the case had UJRANDOM aspects • 

suspect was allegedly the CATIDE aas#';-pf . 
handled the D>fA being watched. It was:;th^^b;®^ 7 

UJRANDOM aspects of the case that were : 'bCf gre 
Interest to us' as is attested by the- nrevitonaH^raf f ' ' ' 



Although CATIDE was successful until 

in hiding the true facts of the case^g;ppi^^ ^i..C ^ 
, through the C 17 






on the case. We have now leamed throxigh'^a.^ffi^oni'l^^^ 
the part of a CATIDE staffer in Munich' 
is Hans ErJ.c,h.,§C,EOI©El*,,|C‘ _ J... llieTCj^^lilPas^ 

of f To_<r ' ‘Cat least, in..lh6o’^ was, acc ording ourfreoorasv . , 
either Gerhard BARTKE:^. ■. ^ ■■ ■/ 

name unknovjpj . There is nothing in the. record# -however, 
td'ind'icate that either BARTKE or ®REIMANNJ!.is.|.an bpposi-; 
tion penetration of CATIDEj .we note that '.C'ATIDE.-. traced 
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BARTKE for a COSMIC clearanoe. as 
1964 . As to the use of the;. audio deylpfe^e^^^ 
to CATIDE, they olaim to hay© -used it 
at two meetings but information from,.: C-. 
indicates it was not used a^fthe f -ij 
our attempt to piggyback thia^operatlb^’f;41^|| i|i^^^ff^n^^ 
meeting came to naught. It ^bow 
meetings will be held elsewhere ■ 
be able to elicit any fiirther: informatipiiP^^ 
and whether we will be able, .to deterialaap:’ttp^ 



— --L >Y - • ! 



case actually has UJRANDOM wpeots appea^s^K^ 
at this point. We shall continue to 

pin down the facts in the c'ase and we ■ 

< _3 will aslo be abierto come ^ '<'W- 

1 . Introduction: , On 2 Apri'if:"1965 we. 
for CATIDE ' s ^MSRWTTTr also, pre^pnt were- «KOT^iSH#ai5a^.^,i#/»^’^^ ' 

f-rnm r'.ATTDE, MLB r*i»r\r^«Anted''.bv ’CL Jl' ^ 

I J, and 3. Aaf§thO:;^‘)pyty^^^^ 

up KUT2BACH returned the audio , device we haid^'lbas^ed^^ 

CL JJ took the opportunity to ask KOTZBACH' 

C . -CO and KUTZBACH stood to oh©. ;side and -it i'dol^^^^ 

MARWITZ or MOLZEN heard all thRtvtranspi3^d:.aliibe^|li;j^^ .,,:. 

in general conversation with 2Z. L7 ■ C -C3 •: I 

device had worked, arid KUTZBAQHcSa^d-vrnat 

CATIDE had been unable toi:deyel|l^i8tnfflc£wt|#^ 

purposes. KOTZBACH said . that the®B/A had''-Bi]^<^*t!^^Q 

velllance and had therefore repol^ed' all hia^rmOTgitents-.^yejiyv^^^ 

ly to CATIDE. KUTZBACH ref erred.-tb "onr 

exposing the location of the meetings.' ’ KU£,ZBA'QnvW||B'.c^ 

that the Danes might have purposefully allowed 

to be noticed in order to get rid'^of a _JI3': asked 

whether KUTZBACH meant the Czech^and KUTZBACHv^ip^z^|^'|C^^ ' 
under his breath) no, "GRAM". Vftien . ^ Z1 'iaiBkiiitd-if 
Case officer , KUTZBACH replied;:' that, the' Pahbl®^b'tiid^vRotSSb:.'.^ 
to get rid of “LENSKY" that easily^. Thus'i.‘lt:|^ii^^i3^^ 

short statements that ..KUTZBACH gaVe us mb8tS»i^itjitie;t^^y'''|S v, 

case. Since GRAM is the. agent of ''CATII®^s:;>:p|y|MbN'Q^ 
discussed in detail with MLB in 'the , pewit, wO''R^^”^noLtr9u^^ 
ifying the agent and from internal file evldeet^S-'we .'dete)^^ 

GRAM fitted in eveiy respect the D/A in this ' pali^bulaz^ye^^ 

MLB Comment ; The revelation of facts in this besa''both^^.;GQ| ^^^ 
and in Mvuiich by CATIDE is a perfept- exaraplei©'Y-'hbw.;.CAT 
NOT conduct liaison. . .We have ' teiii)^'ed on the ■; ^ 

©SCHIKLING . ODGEIXNER - OKflS'PRTJ.«'i*^aWrt 



information. 



cussions in connection .with th±0,^‘Me, '■''W'ei^thad| MT ib'nsa 
first with PETERSEN who went to’tl^ii ' 
location and other, aspects of the'‘;bas'e ■ 
himself in the process) . The first time 'we-’'wei^|.3|tf'br^^ 
that the Czech Service . was Invol-ved was on S iFeb^ki^ 

©DOELLNER told C- -C3, that ^at .the flrst'viaei^|M’;.VbothW 

German were spoken, DOELLNER waSr-bbvlou8iy'inb,t.^aw’^ 

PETERSEN had told us. Then KTJTZBACHijblet^lfc^Wff^^ 
he had not participated .in 

r, H €%-r-i'\r r* r\ir% 4*. « /> +* 



aiscussed Zae MONOQltAM j3aSQ vn,yK^ 
period of three years and may 
made to disguise the facts from|x»i ' 
give out information on the oase;‘''^ii ,prbi^a6^^^ 
superiors become aware of the fab#,;of 'wbalfl^'^Pi^i®^^ 
he is therefore instructed to;'S^i;^.^p,me^i.f'^|^||^^^MSP^^^^ 
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2, Background and Highlights of 
figure in the case is Hans: Erloh;;;j^HQB^ 

February 1913 in Dresderi';v/'’Eas^^ CHairoapy'* 
by trade and lives in HarotJurg-O^stFedt, 

Number 579406. At what date SCHCOEBEL stal*!flid|^P^J^'^ 
is not clear but it was apparently 









by CAVATA. The case has 'been active slne^4l|:^ 
Subject has a sister who is married to a,:.0Zje^|| 
to our latest information stilly.ij; 5 S, 8 ides:.;:i^|^^y 
also considered to be a Ozeoh,^^nt* - 



f SnUK«yi»'Tirt 1 r» i 



turned over to CATIDE bedause itSlooked 

be made to SCH0EBEL»s Czebh oastpffloeSI^^^® 

Berlin. Meetings were generallt^^iSeld iil'gigX^ S^ 

after which they were held in Zti^dh andtiViTO ^aBS 

Czech targets over the years hayd'’iteen 

the armament industry, politloaSfper8bn|^l•i't 

general matters. He hais also bedn . \i8edrrdi|T8^ 

dead drops, has acted as an acoommpdatiOhi^ilBia^^ 

gated selected individuals (pre$unii^ly in'lt^^ra 

the CIS. At no . time ha8 SCHQBBjp^^admittedu^^ 

his being doubled by CAVATA/CATJ^y 

case with MLB on 10 February 3'6me': 

case resulting from disousslGn8:fl>|.1;w8en 

below: 



i 960 . 



::i; 5 pp ' " 

■• • a;- r. ■•.( •’r , - , 

CATIDB identified SCHOEBEL to'MIBji^^ 



h. :■ 



b) On 24 May i 960 KUT25BACH' stated 

logical analysis of SCHGBB535^5s haBdwrlting^flaldwpdlJ:^^ 
to be completely tmtzustwoi^^TOiy* - . ■ . 

c) On 31 March i 960 KOT^BACH alsbl-^dim^ 

CATIDE .case officer baadllnik:SCHaBBBI»-'M;|^ m 

records indicate V-1204 ls''0erhard BARTKEl C_ -3 * ' 

d) On 11 August 1960;;^ZBACB 8taiiW!i;^j!&h 
case officer, who' was oonSl'de’xed by'-GAT:Ci®Vt^>a!b'^^^ 
petent man, did not trust SGHQEBEL but’iit|fa^*iii6^^ 
had yet been made to test :SCH0iBBEX« ■ ''' ' ^ 



e) On 1 September 1960'^Kin?ZBACH;.-si^^;;i|[i^8^^^ 
progress wais being made Ini-^e ;oa8e.\aJ^^t3S^;!.i^pj3^^ 
appeared to be wi'thdrawiiig«’;i^^'He , admllfto^^^Sliwi^r^ 

that CATIDE was providing, the. agent^diad'epilqid^^tiatei^l^^ 

f) On 11 October 1960.oK!UTZBAGH^8pf®S^^^l^^ 
was convinced that the ACfeht '; w«h 

run a surveillance on SCHQE^L In 

had made a mysterious vlsiti.;'tb a' cemetetylpifep^f?^^ 
about it SCHOEBEL denied he'^-liad 

was concerned because 3CHQEHBL' 'aopiiir^ihM^^pirifeb'g^ 
get in touch with the Cisy‘|#;lt wab.v.ait-sSi^i^liffi^ 

K’TFPVRflnM RftirT ■hV.a'h ■V'.Vi.a.r 



surveilled a meeting 
officer ( a new one) 
they had been able*' tc 
holding information. 



.ng betweensSCHCBSBE3al ^a^^B2.8Cb 8 pMB«B !^ fjo' 

' to detea^.: ^at,^^^gQ 






h) On 22 Jme 1961 

that their ^®view ' of the' cl^^mad'S^^m^^^^ra 
sincerity vls-a-vis, CATIDE;;^^|^?;p:i"T^ MUsli 
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i) SCHOEBEL visited East Berlin 7’ 

and was instructed in' radio and? SW ^d' jfecr^ 

name. He was given a new 

address to use instead of that of his 

This last was reported by C ATIDE , bbmple^ely ■ 

as far as we can determine from;; the file, , 

knew all along he had a sister In Prague- 

believed to be , a CIS agent and' although ■they;^'ai«f3kn 

was in correspondence with her, ^r.it 

to CATIDE that she was his aooommodatlun; 

paragraph (*) above.) • ■ ‘"I-;' 

j) On 27 November I 96 I iiwi'ediately::stftt|^Mfe|^^^P 
UJDROWSY, KUTZBACH stated that .:ih«; was ■ sui'astii^C! 

blown by UJDROWSY, The latterlihad no need^TO^^^gwa^ 



:ase but KUTZBACH was certain that eithor*':eom^j 






®Dr. SCHREITER had told UJDR 0 W 2 W • about 

also noted that SCHOEBEL wsis ttig-' first CATITBtD/A -W© 

visited East Berlin after the ..Wall was e.reot^d’-^ft::-. 

. • ' ' . ■ ■ ■ ■' - •-•, ■ ■ ‘ ''Vry^‘‘*. ■■’* 

k) On 8 February I 962 KUTZBACH' dhaaged.'iJa^B^^ 
somewhat and said he thought .tfie^. Was 

had not learned of the SCHGEBEIiltase, 

l ) In 1962 and 1963 SCHOE^L began to /have hi's'meeti^ 
in Vienna. The last thing we hid heard f rbin KUTZBACH' ' (late / 
1963 ) was that meetings would take place in the: future ?:ln’ 

"some northern oo^try", ' ' 

' ' 

m) Over the course of the period 19 61 - 64 i JgC HQEBEL'iWas , ; 
shown photographs of various CiSi^'Of f ioei»s ■ Whem^y B|b ^ 

good reason to believe were involved in ;;th'atSoj|C!^ffiI<;/ 6 ,f^ 
but in most instances he failed', to oome .up’:^tb;«%j*-pp'S 
identification, -Wi.}' 

n) CATIDE is on record as late as July 19 ^-tHat 

were still in touch with SCHOEBEL. l^ey have never' advised 
us of any conclusion of the case, 

3 . Key Questions to be Resolved: 

a) Who was the CATIDE offtder who told C _ 3 t^atv' 

the real taorget of their , operaitiidh- was 

officer who was believed to bev'afVi^oi^iited''-:CMiJ^^t''^'ax^^^ 

furthermore an individual about 

years before? (ODCA 12606 , 6 November 

b) Did the story given by the CATIDE staffer to C- 
actually correspond with the faots in the -be^e;, '? <Tbe C, 
staffer who made these statemehta was drnmfe->|t?^ 
there appears to have been no otHer.hlnt .-.tbiaC^^e'?^^^ 
to the case than a D/A whose b 0 j^'f>f ides;. 

If a CATIDE staffer , is the real'Atafgbt 



^ . Comments on Paragraph 3 Above 
course, that theorizing can be mpst;^ 3 dbng©yoU!|l‘ 
we present some of the posslbilltie;e| 3 ;b®.lipW.-.j^^ 
in the final analysis provide us w ’ ' ' 

iV’ 

a) We had Invited 

bring his subordinate s“|i|b ?15 '^ 
and DOELLNER were able to; makb' 

PETERSEN, KUTZBACH, and;, e.DR 
dry run with' the audiovdev^^ 
the CATIDE teohnlolan ■ wh:b?’wa^ 
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3 of MKTOPAZ on' 22. Septeiat^rs;^^ ^ 
in Copenheigen, It was ‘presuinabiy' at 
the CATIDE staffers drank too muoh and tja3^6j|pg§||^ 
this point KUTZBACH appears to be the most;=Xaate^y]jl|.:^^^ 
because he has full background knowledge 
meetings, eta) and has been in liaison wlth nS'^ 
other CE cases) longer than any of the otherkiii^i§.^1;ii:the^ 
was more likely to be aware of 'Ovir having IxiCiavjaM^O 
about one of their own of f lcers:;:|f, ; ■ 

b) We are quite at a loss to determine 
the drtinken GATIDE staffer’s stOiy was true »\--V'>,ijre 
nothing in our records to lndlo||,te that the' ^g^ro 
officer, known to KUBARK as responsible for'.lj^d3l-^^.rth^^^^^ ■ ■ , 

case, was ever considered a security risk elther?;byr^ 
oi’ by KUBARK. In this connection we fovtnd a C'bKtradiC'tion 
as to who SCHOEBEL’s CATIDE case officer, actualilygis.' ■ According 
to the ?!choebel f-iie the case officer wae V-120ft;';';^h£>’Aj3..2.tfei^^^ 
BARTKE ~y> BARTKE lives in Hamburg; jind^orks 

of CATIDE 's Dienststelle , 11 but j^hls activity ; la.; tha^yP.a^^ 
always been connected with positive operatlons;'.^djL^O't?ep ^ 
the Soviet Zone'. In checking thzOugh the DienStsteileh'!^^ 
we learned that in 196I SCHQEBEL was rtxn by Dierjiststelie; 11 
and that his case officer was ®^RMANN. We have a ojirded 
reference to an ©HERMANN who was , believed tO be working in 
Hamburg for Dienststelle 11 in 1958 • . He was desoribedras . 
being bom about , l§.l8, round face, soar at right temple,', ’ 
dark blond hair, '5*8" tall, I7O- lbs*, stocky. 'figure, wore ; 
glasses. There, wks no V-nurabe'rvlleted.- ;We-''i^-dked 
©HERMANN for whom ‘we could flnd'-'u:, V-number',.'.btfeA%iie',. ofijifc^ 



fit the description of the one in' Hamburg 



■■'KT»rar«CT'’t;i''' ■ 



have been tiomed over to another^pienststellei^riuW^BriSfbl^Ut®^ 
this does not seem likely in view- of SCHdEBBL^8.\^!^id^o'i^ 
Hamburg, In view of our findings we belleve!fthat';i§l^o 
CATIDE staffer’s story was even:',mbi*e garbled 
on the surface and that SCHQEBBL^s CATIIE;, oa8a':';bff'ioer;:ri8r 
probably not the one under, investigation*’' 

c) In view of the evidence; to date, .we ■ d^«|^|;’bns,tw^^ 
another theory for the' story told by the drTOfceiixfiQAT'J^ 
staffer. If the staffer in question was .ln^ee'd?'yiJ^^ 
is almost certain that he was in, "a DOsitionV'ifcoM'itfjtpn'*?!^)^^ 



is almost certain that he wets ,, in, "a poSltlon'.ttot-j'i'bisiTO'i^^^ 
KUBARK suspicions of both UJDHBWiFUL and , 
may have wished to embellish , a-'Case. that'"re:a^I^‘'.wiSl,no^ 
important and made up a story that wais baBld'aJtl^ 'jObrrk^ 
one which had nothing to do with the SOHQEBE|.;vbiB^e^^^ 



deception material given to 
that there was no love lost botween 
so that the former might not ,be^’’adveffi^^^^^ 
story about SCHREITER. At thl'e^blnt"-^ 
strictly within the CATIDE CEi.i^Op and'swj^i!® 
of it through ©FLEMING. If tliitS.;:Weib 'r^'’ 
we would expect PIEMINO to 
always possible that , CATIDE ,ls'^;,^cndw 
gat ion and is too embarrassed .'ijro 



whom we suspected to be- workin. 
diffic\ilt to see, however, hqi^ 
can contribute in anyifw^ tb||a 
be grateful for anv Addltiqnft' 
elicit from the 3 -13 br|^ Cl 

can at this end to elid'it 
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